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their behalf. This difference of outlook is illustrated by
the enactments concerning distinctive dress as demanded
by the Lateran Council In 1222 the Council of Oxford
issued a decree in obedience to the Council demanding
that Jews should wear a badge consisting of two strips of
white linen or parchment on a prominent part of their
clothing. In 1218 the King had issued a similar order
but with exactly the reverse intention; the Jew was to
wear his badge not that he might be known and despised
wherever he went but that he might be known and feared,
and that no one might plead that he had assaulted a Jew
in ignorance of his race*1
A more important difference of opinion occurred in
1222. The Archbishop of Canterbury and the Bishops
of Lincoln and Norwich, immediately after the Council of
Oxford, full of enthusiasm for the Lateran Council, had
published an injunction forbidding all Christians within
their dioceses to have any intercourse whatsoever with
Jews, whom they practically placed under an interdict.
The immediate result was a royal mandate to the sheriffs
of the counties involved, quashing the injunctions of the
bishops and threatening imprisonment to any man who
refused to sell the Jews food or other necessaries, cany
spiritual inhibition notwithstanding V A similar attempt
}made by the Bishop of London in 1236 met with a similar
result,3 in both cases the bishops apparently being forced
to acquiesce.
In 1219 the Legate Pandulph made an attempt to en-
force the decrees of the Lateran Council and wrote to the
Bishop of Winchester as servant of the Crown and to
Hubert de Burgh, Justiciar, endeavouring to insist, appa-
rently without result, upon their lending their support
against Isaac of Norwich whom he accused of oppressing
Christians with his intolerable exactions;4 and in 1231
Grosseteste had to warn the Countess of Winchester that
princes who protected and encouraged Jews in their usurious
1 Hyamson, op. cit, p. 62.
a W. Prynne, An Exact Chronological Vindication of our King's Supreme Eccle-
siastical Jurisdiction, Book 4, chap, i, p. 387.
3 Ibid, p. 475,	4 Ryot Letters, I 35.

